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outline for Discussion at Exatniner Interview scheduled for 
12/3/97 in U.S. Application No. 08/711,961 

1 Provide additional evidence and discuss what father 
evidence would be needed to expand the scope of coverage to 
bacteria other than Shigella. 

2. Discuss what evidence might be needed to expand coverage, 
beyond mammalian cells. 

3. Discuss the existing evidence and what further evidence 
might be needed to expand coverage beyond aspartate p- 
semialdehyde dehydrogenase. 

Discuss the following proposed claim: 

14c \ A method for delivering DNA capable of being 
expressed in a m mucosal epithelium cell, said ^ h °* =°f~ BXng! 
express introducing said DNA into an attenuated strain of 

Shigella which is unable to synthesize active aspartate ^ 
semialdehyde dehydrogenase; and ™, coaa l 
(ii) administering the Shigella of i) to a ™ u ^al 
epithelium cell such that the Shigella, a£ter "P™J3[ Baia 
cell, will lyse, thereby delivering to the cell the DNA 
capable of being expressed therein. 
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